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State’s Request for Clarification Regarding This Court’s July 27, 2016 Rulings 

 

The Court has considered the State’s Request for Clarification Regarding This Court’s 

July 27, 2016 Rulings, the Defendant’s Response, and the State’s Reply.  The Court does not 

need oral argument to decide this issue.   

 

 The State requests clarification on whether the Court’s ruling on the State’s Motion to 

Admit Evidence under Rule 404(b) applied only to the guilt phase.  The Court’s ruling applies 

only to the guilt phase.  

 

 The State requests reciprocal disclosure orders for both parties based on the Court’s 

ruling on the Defendant’s Motion to Compel Impeachment Evidence and Defendant’s Motion for 

Discovery Relating to Disclosed State’s Witnesses.  The Defendant does not object.  

Accordingly, 

 

IT IS ORDERED that the Court’s rulings on those two motions apply equally to the 

defense.    
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The State is not seeking to clarify the Court’s ruling on the Defendant’s Motion to 

Preclude Witnesses but to clarify the record as to the role and disclosure of witnesses Lt. 

Withrow and Ms. Evans.  As there is nothing for the Court to clarify, the Court will simply 

affirm that the State may call Lt. Withrow and Ms. Evans as witnesses.  The State may consider 

its filing in this Motion regarding Lt. Withrow and Ms. Evans clarified for the record. 

 


